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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/10/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Lee is relied upon for the teaching of separating or demultiplexing 
audio signal from audio signal. This requires the system to identify whether the 
received packet contains audio signal or video signal. If the packet is identified as 
containing audio signal, the packet is sent to the audio decoder, whereas if the packet is 
determined containing video signal, the packet is then sent to the video decoder. 
Movshovich et al. disclose a video/audio decoder that compares a PID value extracted 
from received transport packets to registered PID values stored in a table. If there is no 
match between the extracted PID value and the registers PID values, then the packet is 
discarded. The combination of these two references teaches all the claimed limitations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



3. Claims 1-9, 11-14, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Movshovich et al. (US 635991 1) in view of Lee (US 6236432). 
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4. Regarding claims 1 and 32, Movshovich et al. disclose a method and system, 
comprising: receiving one or more transport packets {col. 7, lines 23-28); demultiplexing 
received transport stream into video and audio elementary streams (transport 
demultiplexer 102 in figure 1); comparing a value of a first field in the transport packet to 
a value of a first field register to determine a first outcome in response to identifying the 
transport packet as containing audio stream data (col. 8, lines 27 to col. 9, line 67, 
matching PID values); and determining whether to enable audio stream data related to 
the transport packet to be received by a system or to discard the transport packet, 
based at least in part on the first outcome (col. 10, line 63 to col. 1 1, line 21, if not 
matched, discard packet). Movshovich et al. fail to specifically disclose the step of 
identifying a transport packet as containing audio stream data. However, Lee teaches 
disclose the step of identifying a transport packet as containing audio stream data 
(elements 3-4 and 6-7 in figure 2 or col. 1, line 56 to col. 2, line 67). 

Since Movshovich et al. and Lee are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavor, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Movshovich et al. by incorporating the teaching of Lee in 
order to improve system's efficiency by directing appropriate packets to audio parser for 
processing. 

5. Regarding claims 2-9 and 11-14, Movshovich et al. further disclose that the 
system is a decoding system and the method further includes providing the audio 
stream data related to the transport packet to the decoding system (codec 234 in figure 
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2-3), wherein the audio stream data includes PES audio data (col. 8, lines 1-9), wherein 
the decoding system detects an audio stream data property through a stream indicator 
included in the audio stream data (col. 8, lines 1-9, detecting through PID field), wherein 
the data property includes an audio type (identify audio or video data), wherein the data 
property includes a sampling rate (any received data has a sampling rate), wherein the 
stream indicator includes one or more start codes (col. 7, lines 49-67), wherein the 
stream indicator includes one or more presentation time stamps (col. 11, lines 22-46), 
wherein the audio decoding system includes a Moving Pictures Experts (MPEG) audio 
decoder (MPEG-2), wherein the decoding system is capable of generating an interrupt 
to control receiving the audio data related to the transport packet (col. 1 1, lines 22-35), 
wherein the interrupt is initiated through an application (col. 13, lines 37-47), further 
including providing audio data related to the transport packet to memory (received data 
must be stored in memory buffer before processed by the system), wherein providing 
audio data related to the transport packet to memory includes bus-mastering the audio 
data related to the transport packet to memory (received data must be stored in memory 
buffer before processed by the system). 

6. Claim 1 0 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Movshovich et al. (US 635991 1) in view of Lee (US 6236432), and further in view of 
Van Steenbrugge (US 6076062). 
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7. Regarding claim 1 0, Movshovich et al. fail to specifically disclose that the 
decoding system includes an I2S formatter. However, Van Steenbrugge teaches that 
the decoding system includes an I2S formatter (col. 7, In. 44-50). 

Since Movshovich et al. and Van Steenbrugge are analogous art because they 
are from the same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Movshovich et al. by 
incorporating the teaching of Van Steenbrugge in order to allow the system using the 
I2S format to process the incoming data. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 1 5-29 and 31 are allowed over prior art of record. The following is an 
examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: Movshovich et al. disclose an MPEG-2 
transport demultiplexer architecture for enhancing transport packet demultiplexing and 
distribution in a digital multimedia transport packets. Rim et al. teach an MPEG-2 
transport decoder including a transport parser unit for storing each syntax field value. 
Both Movshovich et al. and Rim et al. fail to specifically disclose a system for parsing 
audio data having subsystem units interconnected in a manner described in the base 
claim 1 5. Furthermore, it would have not been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to modify Movshovich et al. and/or Rim et al. to obtain the 
claimed invention. Therefore, claims 15-29 and 31 are allowed over prior art of record. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
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accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huyen X. Vo whose telephone number is 571-272-7631 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richemond Dorvil can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

HXV 12/22/2006 
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